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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Application of NextG Networks of California,
Inc. (U 6754 C) to expand its existing Certificate
of Public Convenience and Necessity Application 06-05-031
[A.02-09-019, D.03-01-061] to include full (Filed May 19, 2006)
Facilities-based Telecommunications Services.

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE’S RULING DENYING
MOTION TO SHORTEN PROTEST PERIOD

This ruling denies NextG Networks of California, Inc.’s (NextG) motion to
shorten the protest period for its application to modify its certificate of public
convenience and necessity.! Oppositions to the motion were filed by the City
and County of San Francisco (CCSF) and Clearlinx Network Corporation
(Clearlinx) on June 14, 2006 and June 20, 2006, respectively.

NextG’s motion requested that protests be filed within 15 days of notice of
its application in the Commission’s Daily Calendar, because NextG must receive
the authority requested for competitive purposes and to fulfill contractual
obligations. The application was noticed in the Daily Calendar on June 5, 2006.
On June 5, NextG served a notice of availability of its application. CCSF and
Clearlinx requested copies of NextG’s application and received the application
and accompanying motion on June 9 and June 6, 2006, respectively. CCSF and

Clearlinx oppose the motion to shorten the protest period, because they need the

1 An e-mail ruling denying the motion was sent to the parties on June 20, 2006.
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time provided under Rule 44.1 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice to prepare
and file their protests and/or responses. CCSF states the application raises
serious questions concerning the scope of the Commission’s review of NextG's
construction activities under the California Environmental Quality Act.
Clearlinx states NextG’s arguments are without merit, because NextG should
have known what authority it needed prior to this time and what its construction
limitations were in negotiating contracts. Since the parties need time to prepare
their protests and/or responses, they shall have until July 5, 2006 to file them.

IT IS SO RULED.

Dated June 22, 2006, at San Francisco, California.

/s/ JANICE GRAU

Janice Grau
Administrative Law Judge
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INFORMATION REGARDING SERVICE

I have provided notification of filing to the electronic mail addresses on the
attached service list.

Upon confirmation of this document’s acceptance for filing, I will cause a
copy of the filed document to be served upon the service list to this proceeding
by U.S. mail. The service list I will use to serve the copy of the filed document is
current as of today’s date.

Dated June 22, 2006, at San Francisco, California.

/s/ ELIZABETH LEWIS
Elizabeth Lewis
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